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Kir* Jolin Reese 
206 Plantation Road 
Lancaster, S.C. 29720 

Dear AA r. Reese, 

Thunks you very much for your kind comments and for the cassette of the Yftio Killed 
Martin Luther King show aired by A c: E. I've been wondering, und when ± have a chance to 
look at it I'll know, whether a cc E, after its excellent experience with Belby's docu- 
mentary, bought the US rights to a bad British show on wliich I'd not have appeared if 
I had not been assured tliat it would not conj-.oture any solution® If that is the show, 
all the stuff about Ricco and the Ciindda angle is worse than worthless - it is grossly 
inaccurate, dishonest and misleading, 

You mention tliat A u ii aired what NBC did at the time pf the assassination* If it 
is not too much trouble I'd like to have that for archival purposes. I'll bo glad to 
pay you for the cassette* Me do not have cable so 1 don*t even look at the program 
listings. 

I have no doubt tliat as you say, you are one of the caring people. In my experience, 
most ikinericans do care very much about the political assassination and have a good gut 
understanding of them. But perhaps as you read more you'll come to oee what I think I 
was talking about, the pernicious influence, on you and others, of the bad"solution" 
books none of wliich is tenable and none of wliich brings any new fact to life. As distin- 
guished from theory and supposed witnesses in support of those theories. 

I was aware of the rapidity of the policy change as soon as JPK was dead. It was 
in a small item in the papers on the third day. I do^' t think I have NSaK 275. If you do 
I'd appreciate a copy. 

Aside from the very 3care Meagher book, which I'm glad you were able to get be- 
cause it is magnificent, there is another I recommend highly but it may be even more 
difficult to get, Howard Roffman's Presumed Guilty. It is perhaps the best simplification. 

McDonald and Morrow had no principles at all. Each book is 100^ fake, fiction. Yop can 
make your own evaluation of High ^reason from the fact that it uses Farewell America as a 
dependable source and, as you continue your reading, from your observation that it does 
not credit original sources and frequently adopts the work of others without sourcing. 

I've not read Crossfire but understand it is a collection of all the nut theories. Karrs 
himself has not troubled to learn what fact has been established. The baseless notion 
that it is not LHO who is buried comes from the Britisher ’Michael Eddowes. 

All the major media did fail at the time of the assassination and since then and 

without that failing we might know more, whether or not any of the crimes could reason- 
able have been considered solved after the press met its responsibilities. But since it 

didn't we don't and can't know what it might have done, a book on this, which might have 

trouble getting published, could be quite worthwliile, Valuaole. 

Lifton is a very bright, very presuasive, very self-seeking and an amoral man who 
wants the world to believe he owns the subject, as Mark Lune once did. As you continue 
reading the books you just got you* 11 see tliat what he claims as his original work wa3 
published long^long before he did liis book. He lias no ne„- tfact in his book and his 
theory is totally untenable. As he had to know. I won't now take time for that. But 
on the doctors, on what he says and what High ’•"‘reason says, enough of the quoted Dallas 
doctors appeared on the bad A 'ova show anfK-fhcjrt- after they had been taken in to see the 
auropsy film. Yttien then came out all said the film represents what they saw. 

Y/hother the Lif ton-quoted Bethesua lab people were lying or just innocently wrong 
I can't say. But on one of the points you raise, the body ba^, remember the big thing 
Lifton makes of the Sibert-0' Neill report? It is in facsimile in Post Mortem. You'll 
find tliat in th<; very paragraph on which he depends they make it clear there was no 
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body bag. The corpse was wrapped in sheets only. On* their insistence there was no brain, 
they had no way of knowing, hi l they could say is that in wliat they could see of the 
right hemisphere no brain was visible. Of course not. x t was, a 3 all know, blown out. 

But they had no way of knowing what remained and some of the right and all of the left 

hemispheres were there. 

I have to conjecture to respond to your question, why was the government so fear- 
ful of admitting there had been a conspiracy. x t begins with the FBI. ^oover and the 
rest, who reacted spontaneously, I'm sure, not under orders, had an instant vision tliat 
just coincided with his concept of what was good for the FBI and for himself. He had 

spent a lifetime making the people believe there was no crime he could not solve and he 

and the rest had no idea what had happened. The one thing that it could not be criticised 
for not detecting was a no-conspiracy dime, a lone nut. and nobody in the government 
even thought of Standing up to Hoover. *No politician could have hoped to survive it. It 
may eb this si.jjple. |t is also not impossible that Oswald had had some complicating 
connections, as with the Cla or ONI. toe have no way of knowing 

^es, the Belby documentary I recommended to you i3 Reasonable Boubt. 

The T e xas£* based army intelligence unit was not responsible for the quick identi- 
fication of Oswald of which you speak but of calling his past to attention. Kihthin a 
couple of hours. 

You ask about Foreman and why he did wliat he did and again I have to conjecture. 

It seems to b£ a fact that he took sensational criminal /uses not because they paid him 
well but because in those days when ailwyors dould not advertise they brought him the 
cases that did pay well, often women suing wealthy husbands for divorce. \lhuth?r or not 
he did it to gain favor with the government it had that effect when he was indicted in 
the case against H.L. Hunt's sons for their electronic sur veil lances. Ho was guilty dead 
to rights, documented, too, and lie never went to jail. 

Pieae eacuue the liaste. ± hope I've answered all your questions. 

I hope you can sit back and think a bit anu see if you can come to understand why 
1 characterize the books tiiat conjecture solutions and palm off all the nutty theories 
are, in my words you quoted, worse than awful nonsense. They mislead the caring people, 
as I gathered from your lett r you had been misled. 

“►gain, thanks and best wishes, 

wt l di 

lx urold V/eisberg 


